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INJUNCTION, EQUITABLE RELIEF, 
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PLAINTIFF, THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, alleges as follows, which 
I allegations are on information and belief as to the Defendants: 


INTRODUCTION 

L This action is brought and prosecuted by the People of the State of California 

6 (“People”) for the purpose of enjoining, abating, and preventing a nuisance as defined in Health and 

7 Safety Code section 11570, et seq. (the “Narcotics Abatement Law”) and Civil Code section 3479, et 

8 seq. (the “Public Nuisance Law”), which exists on the premises located at 530 E. 6th Street, Los 

9 Angeles California 90021 (the “Property”). The People also seek to enjoin Defendants’ violations of 

10 Business and Profession Code section 17200, et seq. (the “Unfair Competition Law”) through this 

11 action. 

1211 2 - A business functioning as D&D Deli Market (referred to as “D&D” or “Business”), 

13 has been and is currently operating on the Property. Tae Sik Mun, individually and doing business as 

14 D&D Deli Market, owns and operates the Business (“Business Defendant”). Roger White, aka 

15 “Squeeks,” an individual and employee of the Business, sells, permits and/or facilitates the sales of 

16 narcotics at the Property (“Individual Defendant” and, collectively with Tae Sik Mun, “Defendants”). 

17 2 - Defendants maintain a safe haven at D&D for drug dealers and users, and permit the 

18 sale, service, storage, and possession of controlled substances at D&D. Indeed, Defendant Roger 

19 White uses D&D as a safe base of operations to store, sell, and give away drugs throughout the 

20 surrounding neighborhood. The Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) has made several arrests and 

21 controlled narcotics buys at or directly related to D&D that have resulted in the recovery of heroin, 

22 cocaine, thousands of dollars of United States currency, firearms, and live ammunition. Defendant 

23 White himself was recently arrested for heroin sales based on a search warrant served on Defendant 

24 White and D&D. 

25 11 4. Defendants’ ongoing violations of law contribute to an increased neighborhood 

26 presence of illicit drug users and dealers and to a variety of general public nuisance conditions related 

27 to the use and sale of illegal drugs. Defendant’s maintenance of D&D as a public nuisance threatens 

28 the health and safety of the surrounding neighborhood. 
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The People assert their power to remedy these injuries to the public interest by 
seeking to enjoin Defendants 5 future violations of law and to assess civil penalties against Defendants 
for past violations of law under the Narcotics Abatement Law, the Public Nuisance Law, and the Unfair 
Competition Law. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

6. Each of the acts and practices alleged herein were performed by Defendants, in 
whole or in part, in the City of Los Angeles. 

7. The Property that is the subject of this action is located in the City of Los Angeles. 

PARTIES AND SUBJECT PROPERTY 

8* Plaintiff, the People of the State of California, acting through the Los Angeles City 

Attorney, Mike Feuer, brings its first cause of action pursuant to authority granted by Health and Safety 
Code section 11570, et seq. \ its second cause of action pursuant to authority granted by Civil Code 
section 3479, et seq.\ and its third cause of action pursuant to authority granted by Business and 
Professions Code section 17200, etseq. 

9. At all times mentioned herein, the City of Los Angeles was and still is a municipal 
corporation with a population in excess of 750,000 people, organized and existing under the laws of the 
State of California for purposes of standing under Business and Professions Code section 17204. 

10. The Property, a four-story red brick building, is located at 530 E. 6th Street, Los 
Angeles, CA 90021 with Assessor’s Parcel Number 5147-026-030. The Property has a further legal 
description of “The Southeasterly 55 feet of Lots 17 to 20, inclusive, in Block 21 of the Wolfskill 
Orchard Tract, as per map recorded in Book 30, Page 9, et seq., Miscellaneous Records of said 
County.” 

11. The Property is owned by Norbo Hotel Partners, L.P., a California Limited Liability 
Partnership. The managing partner of Norbo Hotel Partners L.P. is The Skid Row Development 
Corporation, a non-profit organization that provides services to homeless and low-income individuals 
in the Skid Row neighborhood of Los Angeles. Norbo Hotel Partners L.P. has owned the Property 
since 1993. 

12. The Skid Row Development Corporation operates the Norbo Hotel, a 57-room 
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I | Single-Room Occupancy hotel, at the Property. 

211 13 - D &D is a commercial business located on the southwest comer of Crocker Street 

3 and 6th Street directly underneath the “Hotel Norbo” sign on the first floor of the Property. The 

4 Business has glass windows facing east and north along with a glass door that faces north toward 6th 
Street. The business name D&D Deli Market” is clearly displayed on the north window of the 
Property, There is a metal roll-down door that is used to close the Business to the street when the 
Business is closed. 

14. In or about October 2012, Norbo Hotel Partners L.P., as owner of the Property, 

entered into a commercial lease with Danny Lee, an individual, to operate a convenience market on the 

10 | Property. In or about March 2013, Danny Lee assigned and transferred his right, title, and interest in 

the lease to Defendant TAE SIK MUN. 

1211 15 - From at least March 2013 to the present, Defendant TAE SIK MUN, individually 

13 and doing business as D&D DELI MARKET, has been the owner of D&D. As the owner of D&D and 

14 a tenant of the Property, Defendant Mun is responsible for permitting, conducting, and/or maintaining, 

15 either directly or indirectly, the nuisance alleged herein, thereby violating the Narcotics Abatement 

16 Law, Public Nuisance Law, and Unfair Competition Law. 

17 11 16. Since at least May 2015, Defendant ROGER WHITE, also known as “Squeeks,” has 

18 been and is involved in the sale of narcotics at the Property. Defendant White, by selling, permitting, 

19 and/or facilitating the sale of narcotics at the Property, is responsible for permitting, conducting, and/or 

20 maintaining, either directly or indirectly, the nuisance alleged herein, thereby violating the Narcotics 

21 Abatement Law, Public Nuisance Law, and Unfair Competition Law. 

22 17 • Plaintiff is ignorant of the true names and capacities of Defendant DOES 1 through 

23 50, inclusive, and as such, sues these defendants by such fictitious names pursuant to Section 474 of the 

24 California Code of Civil Procedure. Each such defendant is responsible in some manner for 

25 conducting, maintaining, or directly or indirectly permitting the unlawful activity complained of herein. 

26 When the true names and capacities of said defendants have been ascertained. Plaintiff will ask leave of 

27 the court to amend this complaint and to insert in lieu of such fictitious names the true names and 

28 capacities of any fictitiously named defendants. 
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18. At all relevant times mentioned herein, all Defendants were and are agents, lessors, 
lessees, servants, employees, partners and/or joint venturers of each other defendant, and at all times 
were acting within the course and scope of said relationship and with the consent of each of their co¬ 
defendants. 

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

19. Defendants maintain D&D as a safe haven for drug dealers to conduct their illegal 
business. Known drug dealers loiter directly in front of and inside D&D on a regular basis with no 

8 effort by Defendants to dissuade them. Drug sales occur both inside D&D and in the surrounding 

9 neighborhood involving drugs sold, stored, or given away at D&D. 

10 20. Defendants are not only aware of the numerous drug sales that occur in and around 

11 D&D, but also allow and facilitate such sales both directly and indirectly to the extent that drug dealers 

12 feel safe conducting their business in and around D&D. 

11 21. In particular, using D&D as a safe base of operations, Defendant Roger White sells 

14 and/or supplies heroin throughout the “6th Street Corridor,” the portion of 6th Street between Los 

15 Angeles Avenue and Alameda Street in Downtown Los Angeles, including the surrounding blocks. 

16 Defendant White, aka “Squeeks,” has narcotics runners/holders that work for him throughout the 6th 

17 Street Corridor. Defendant White uses D&D as a base from which to orchestrate this illegal narcotics 

18 operation. 

19 11 22. Since at least May 2015, Defendants have used D&D for the purpose of unlawful 

20 sales of controlled substances, namely heroin and cocaine. Los Angeles Police Department (“LAPD”) 

21 officers have made several arrests for narcotics sales activity at or directly related to D&D. In addition, 

22 LAPD officers and/or their confidential informants, have purchased narcotics at D&D, including 

23 directly from Defendant White. The arrests and controlled narcotics buys have resulted in the recovery 

24 of heroin, cocaine, thousands of dollars in United States currency, narcotics paraphernalia, firearms, 

25 and live ammunition from D&D and the surrounding area. 

26 II 23. In February 2016, for example, LAPD officers served a search warrant for D&D and 

27 Defendant White that resulted in Defendant White’s arrest for possession of heroin for sales in 

28 violation of Health and Safety Code section 11351, and the recovery of heroin, cocaine, thousands of 
dollars in United States currency, a handgun, and live ammunition from D&D. 
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24. The problems caused by Defendants’ maintenance of D&D as a narcotics and public 
nuisance require constant police attention, thereby draining valuable police resources that cannot be 
devoted to other areas. 

25. Defendants’ ongoing violations of law at D&D contribute to an increased 
neighborhood presence of illicit drug users and drug dealers and a variety of general public nuisance 
conditions, including robberies and assaults, the accumulation of drug paraphernalia and refuse, and 
loitering. 

26. Defendants’ maintenance of D&D as a public nuisance threatens the health and 
safety of the surrounding neighborhood which contains multiple services for homeless and low-income 
individuals who need services for drug and alcohol rehabilitation, shelter due to homelessness, low- 
income supportive housing with drug and alcohol case management, as well as assistance for veterans 
struggling with mental health issues and chronic homelessness. Defendants’ maintenance of D&D as a 
public nuisance allows drug dealers, including Defendant Roger White, to use D&D as a safe haven 
from which to prey upon these at-risk individuals. 

OVERVIEW OF APPLICABLE LAW 
Narcotics Abatement Law 

27. The abatement of a nuisance is a long established and well-recognized exercise of 
the state’s police power. {People v. Barbiere (1917) 33 Cal.App. 770, 775; People ex rel. Hicks v. 
Sarong Gals (1974) 42 Cal.App.3d 556, 563.) Since its enactment in 1972, the principal purpose of the 
Narcotics Abatement Law (Health & Safety Code, § 11570, et seq.) is the abatement of buildings and 
places “used for the purpose of unlawfully selling, serving, storing, keeping, manufacturing, or giving 
away any controlled substance, precursor, or analog specified in this division .. ..” (Health & Safety 
Code, § 11570). 

28. The Narcotics Abatement Law provides that “[e]very building or place used for the 
purpose of unlawfully selling, serving, storing, keeping, manufacturing, or giving away any controlled 
substance, precursor, or analog specified in this division, and every building or place wherein or upon 
which those acts take place, is a nuisance which shall be enjoined, abated, and prevented .. . whether it 
is a public or private nuisance.” (Health & Safety Code, § 11570 [emphasis added]; People ex rel. 
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Lungren v. Peron (1997) 59 Cal.App.4th 1383, 1389; Lew v. Superior Court (1993) 20 Cal.App.4th 
866, 870-71.) 

29. Health and Safety Code section 11571, authorizes a city attorney to bring an action 
to abate, prevent, and perpetually enjoin such nuisances. It provides in relevant part: “Whenever there 
is reason to believe that a nuisance as described in Section 11570, is kept, maintained, or exists in any 
county, the district attorney of the county, or the city attorney of any incorporated city or of any city 
and county, in the name of the people, may ... maintain an action to abate and prevent the nuisance 
and perpetually to enjoin the person conducting or maintaining it, and the owner, lessee, or agent of the 
building or place in or upon which the nuisance exists from directly or indirectly maintaining or 
permitting the nuisance.” 

30. Health and Safety Code section 11573(a) provides that: “If the existence of the 
nuisance is shown in the action to the satisfaction of the court or judge, either by verified complaint or 
affidavit, the court or judge shall allow a temporary restraining order or injunction to abate and prevent 
the continuance or recurrence of the nuisance.” (Emphasis added.) In addition, Health and Safety 
Code section 11581 provides, as an additional remedy, for the removal and sale of all fixtures and 
movable property on the premises used in aiding or abetting the nuisance and for the closure of the 
building for up to one year. 

Public Nuisance Law 

31. Civil Code section 3479 provides: “Anything which is injurious to health, including, 
but not limited to, the illegal sale of controlled substances, or is indecent or offensive to the senses, or 
an obstruction to the free use of property, so as to interfere with the comfortable enjoyment of life or 
property ... is a nuisance.” 

32. Civil Code section 3480 defines a public nuisance as “. .. one which affects at the 
same time an entire community or neighborhood, or any considerable number of persons, although the 
extent of the annoyance or damage inflicted upon individuals may be unequal.” 

33. “A civil action may be brought in the name of the People of the State of California to 
abate a public nuisance, as defined in section 3480, of the Civil Code, by the city attorney of any town 
or city in which such nuisance exists.” (Code Civ. Proc., § 731.) 
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1 34. Civil Code section 3491 provides for the methods by which a public nuisance such 

2 as the nuisance alleged herein may be abated. Civil Code section 3491 states, in pertinent part, that the 

3 “remedies against a public nuisance are indictment or information, a civil action or abatement.” 

4 35. Where “a building or other property is so used as to make it a nuisance under the 

5 statute, the nuisance may be abated ..., notwithstanding that the owner had no knowledge that it was 

6 used for the unlawful purpose constituting a nuisance.” (People ex rel. Bradford v. Barbiere (1917) 33 

7 Cal.App. 770, 779; see also Sturges v. Charles L. Harney, Inc. (1958) 165 Cal.App.2d 306, 318 [“a 

8 nuisance and liability therefor may exist without negligence”]; People v. McCadden (1920) 48 

9 CaLApp. 790, 792 [“A judgment supported on findings that such nuisance was conducted and 

I o maintained on the premises in question, regardless of the knowledge of the owner thereof, is sufficient. 

II Such knowledge on the part of the owner ... is unnecessary.”]; People v. Peterson (1920) 45 Cal.App. 

12 457, 460 [“[I]t was not necessary ... for the trial court to find either, that the [defendants] threatened, 

13 and unless restrained, would continue to maintain, aid, and abet, the nuisance, or that they knew the 

14 building was used in violation of the act. ... The existence of the nuisance was the ultimate fact in this 

15 case, and having been found, supports the judgment.”].) This is because “the object of the act is not to 

16 punish, its purpose is to effect a reformation of the property itself.” ( People v. Bayside Land Co. 

17 (1920) 48 Cal.App. 257, 261.) 

' ^ 36. Moreover, Civil Code section 3483 states that “[ejvery successive owner of property 

19 who neglects to abate a continuing nuisance upon, or in the use of, such property, created by the former 

20 owner, is liable therefore in the same manner as the one who first created it.” 

21 The Unfair Competition Law 

22 3 7. The practices prohibited by Business and Professions Code section 17200, are “any 

23 practices forbidden by law, be it civil or criminal, federal, state, or municipal, statutory, regulatory, or 

24 court-made. It is not necessary that the predicate law provide for private civil enforcement. As the 

25 California Supreme Court put it, Business and Professions Code section 17200, borrows violations of 

26 other laws and treats them as unlawful practices independently actionable under Business and 

27 Professions Code section 17200, et seq. ( South Bay Chevrolet v. General Motors Acceptance Corp. 

28 (1999) 72 Cal. App. 4th 861, 880 (internal citations and quotation marks omitted).) 
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38. Civil actions under section 17200, et seq., may be brought in the name of the People 
of the State of California by any city attorney of a city having a population in excess of 750,000 (Bus. 
& Profs. Code, § 17204), such as the City of Los Angeles. A public entity can sue pursuant to section 
17200 based on violations of its own municipal code, state law, or other local ordinance. (People v. 
Thomas Shelton Powers, M.D., Inc . (1992) 2 Cal.App.4th 330, 338-339.) 

39. “Any person who engages, has engaged, or proposes to engage in unfair 
competition, shall be liable for a civil penalty not to exceed two thousand five hundred dollars ($2,500) 
for each violation, which shall be assessed and recovered in a civil action brought... in any court of 
competent jurisdiction.” (Bus. & Prof. Code, § 17206.) 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

FOR VIOLATIONS OF THE NARCOTICS ABATEMENT LAW 
(Health & Saf. Code, S 11570 et seq.) 

[Against All Defendants and 
DOES 1 through 50] 

40. Plaintiff incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 39 of this Complaint and 
makes them part of this First Cause of Action, as if fully set forth herein. 

41. D&D was, and is, being used, from an exact date unknown, but at least since May 
2015, for the purposes of unlawfully selling, serving, storing, keeping, manufacturing or giving away 
controlled substances and is a building or place wherein or upon which those acts take place. 

42. From an exact date unknown, but at least since May 2015, Defendants have 
operated, maintained, directly or indirectly permitted, and/or used D&D for the purposes of unlawfully 
selling, serving, storing, keeping, manufacturing and/or giving away controlled substances in violation 
of Health and Safety Code section 11570, et seq. 

43. Defendants are the owners, operators, lessors, and/or lessees of the fixtures and 
appurtenances contained within D&D and said fixtures and appurtenances were used, and are presently 
being used, directly or indirectly, by all Defendants in conducting, maintaining and/or permitting the 
use of D&D, including its grounds, buildings and premises, for narcotics activity. 

44. Plaintiff has no adequate remedy at law, and unless Defendants are restrained and 
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1 enjoined by order of this Court, they will continue to use, occupy, maintain, and permit D&D, together 

2 with the fixtures and appurtenances located therein, for the purpose of selling, storing, distributing or 

3 giving away controlled substances, and they will continue to allow, permit and encourage this nuisance 

4 on the premises, to the irreparable damage of the public. 

5 SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

6 FOR VIOLATIONS OF THE PUBLIC NUISANCE LAW 

7 (Civ. Code. § 3479 et sea.) 

8 [Against All Defendants and 

9 DOES 1 through 50] 

10 45. Plaintiff incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 44 of this Complaint and 

11 makes them part of this Second Cause of Action, as if fully set forth herein. 

12 46. On a continuous and ongoing basis, from an exact date unknown, but since at least 

13 May 2015, until the present time, Defendants have operated, occupied, used and/or permitted to be 

14 occupied and used D&D in such a manner as to constitute a public nuisance in violation of Civil Code 

15 sections 3470 and 3480. Said public nuisance, described herein is injurious to health, indecent or 

16 offensive to the senses and/or an obstruction to the free use of the Property, so as to substantially and 

17 unreasonably interfere with the comfortable enjoyment of life or property of persons residing on the 

18 Property and/or persons living in the surrounding community. 

19 47. Defendants in conducting, maintaining and/or permitting the use of D&D as a public 

20 nuisance, have engaged in wrongful conduct and caused a serious threat to the general health, safety, 

21 and welfare of Plaintiff. 

22 48. Plaintiff has no adequate remedy at law in that damages are insufficient to protect 

23 the public from the present danger and harm caused by the conditions described herein. Unless 

24 Defendants are restrained and enjoined by order of this Court, they will continue to use, occupy, 

25 maintain, and/or aid and abet the use, occupation and maintenance of D&D for the purpose complained 

26 of herein, to the great, irreparable damage of Plaintiff, to the City of Los Angeles, the local community 

27 near the Property, and in violation of California law. 

28 III 
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THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 


FOR VIOLATIONS OF THE UNFAIR COMPETITION LAW 
(Bus. & Profs. Code, § 17200 et seq.) 

[Against Defendants and 
DOES 1 through 50] 

49. Plaintiff incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 48 of this Complaint, as if 
fully set forth herein. 

50. The City of Los Angeles has a population in excess of 750,000 and the City Attorney 
for the City of Los Angeles brings the third cause of action alleged herein on behalf of the People, 
pursuant to Business and Professions Code section 17204, which provides that an action under Chapter 
5 of Division 7 of the Business and Professions Code may be brought in the name of the People of the 
State of California by any city attorney of a city, or city and county, having a population in excess of 
750,000. 

51. The violations of law described herein have been and are being carried out wholly or 
in part within the City of Los Angeles. Defendants’ actions are in violation of the laws and public 
policies of the City of Los Angeles and the State of California, and are damaging to the rights and 
interest of the general public. 

52. On a continuous and ongoing basis, from an exact date unknown, but at least since 
May 2015, Defendants have engaged in unlawful business acts or practices within the meaning of, and 
in violation of, California Business and Professions Code section 17200, et seq., which include, but are 
not limited to, the following: 

• Directly or indirectly maintaining or permitting the use of D&D for the purposes of 
unlawfully selling, serving, storing, keeping, manufacturing, and/or giving away 
controlled substances in violation of Health and Safety Code section 11570, et seq. 
(the Narcotics Abatement Law); 

• Directly or indirectly maintaining or permitting nuisance narcotics acts to occur at 
D&D in violation of Health and Safety Code section 11570, et seq. (the Narcotics 
Abatement Law); 
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• Maintaining a public nuisance at the D&D in violation of Civil Code sections 3479 
and 3480 (the Public Nuisance Law). 

53. Asa result of the foregoing unlawful business acts and practices, Defendants have 
been unjustly enriched in receiving income, profits, and other benefits, which they would not have 
received if Defendants had not engaged in the violations of the Unfair Competition Law described in 
this Complaint. 

54. Defendants 5 acts of unlawful business acts or practices present a continuing threat to 
the public welfare and unlawfully detract from the quality of life of the neighbors of the Property. 
Plaintiff has no adequate remedy at law. Unless Defendants are enjoined and restrained by order of this 
Court, they will continue to engage in the unlawful business acts and practices alleged herein, causing 
irreparable injury and harm to the public’s welfare. 

PRAYER 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays that this Court order, adjudge, and decree as follows: 

DECLARATORY RELIEF 

1. That D&D Deli Market be declared a public nuisance in violation of Health and Safety 
Code section 11570, et seq. and Civil Code sections 3479 and 3480; and 

2. That Defendants be declared to have engaged in unlawful business acts and practices in 
violation of California Business and Professions Code section 17200, et seq. 

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

3. That the public nuisance be preliminarily and permanently abated in accordance with 
California Health & Safety Code section 11570, et seq., California Civil Code section 3480, et seq., and 
California Code of Civil Procedure section 731; 

4. That as part of the Judgment, an Order of Abatement be issued, and that D&D Deli 
Market be closed for a period of one year, not to be used for any purpose, and be under the control and 
custody of the Court for said period of time, or, in the alternative, that Defendants, and Does 1 through 
50, pay damages in an amount equal to the fair market rental value of the Property for one year to the 
City of Los Angeles in accordance with Health and Safety Code section 11581 subdivision (c)(1); 

5. That pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 11581 subdivision (a), all fixtures and 
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1 moveable property used in conducting, maintaining, aiding or abetting the nuisance at D&D Deli 

2 Market be removed by the LAPD and sold in the manner provided for the sale of chattels under 

3 execution. Said fixtures and property shall be inventoried and a list prepared and filed with this Court; 

4 6. That pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 11584, the proceeds from said sale be 

5 deposited with this Court for payment of the fees and costs of sale. Such costs may occur in closing 

6 said Business and keeping it closed, removal of said property, and the People’s costs in the action, 

7 including attorneys’ fees and such other costs as the Court shall deem proper; 

8 7. That all Defendants, their agents, officers, managers, representatives, employees, and 

9 anyone acting on their behalf, and their heirs and assignees be preliminarily and permanently enjoined 

10 from operating, conducting, using, occupying, or in any way permitting the use of D&D Deli Market as 

11 a public nuisance pursuant to California Health and Safety Code section 11570, et seq. and Civil Code 

12 section 3480; 

13 8 - That Defendants be enjoined and restrained from occupying or operating D&D Deli 

14 Market at the Property while the conditions described in this Complaint exist and until all the violations 

15 at D&D Deli Market have been abated; 

16 9 - That Defendants be ordered to cause D&D Deli Market to conform to law, and maintain 

17 such structures and all parts thereof in accordance with law; 

10. That the Court issue such orders in accordance with Health and Safety Code section 

19 11573.5 to remedy the nuisance on the Property and enhance the abatement process, including but not 

20 limited to remedial improvements to the Property, and also require that Defendants Tae Sik Mun and 

21 Roger White stay 1,000 feet away from the Property, which is also pursuant to Civil Code section 3480 

22 and Business and Professions Code section 17203; 

23 1 T That pursuant to California Business and Professions Code sections 17203-17204, 

24 Defendants, their agents, officers, managers, representatives, employees, and anyone acting on their 

25 behalf, and their heirs, successors, and assignees be enjoined from operating, conducting, using, 

26 occupying, or in any way permitting the use of D&D Deli Market in the unlawful business acts or 

27 practices described in this Complaint; and 

28 III 
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12. That Defendants, and each of them, inclusive, be enjoined from spending, transferring, 
encumbering, or removing from California any money received from D&D Deli Market or in payment 
for the unlawful business acts or practices alleged in the Complaint. 

PENALTIES 

13. That the Court impose civil penalties of $25,000.00 against each Defendant to prevent 
them from continuing to maintain a nuisance at D&D Deli Market, pursuant to California Health & 
Safety Code section 11581; 

14. That pursuant to Business and Professions Code section 17206, Defendants be ordered 
to each pay a civil penalty of $2,500.00 for each unlawful business act or practice, and for every day 

io D&D Deli Market has been maintained in violation of the law, in violation of Business and Professions 
Code section 17200, et seq.; and 

FEES AND COSTS 

15. That Defendants be ordered to pay reasonable attorney’s fees and costs, including the 

14 cost of investigation and discovery, pursuant to California Civil Code section 3496(c), in an amount not 

15 to exceed five hundred thousand dollars ($500,000.00); 

16. That the People recover the amount of the filing fees and the amount of the fee for the 

17 service of process or notices which would have been paid but for Government Code section 6103.5, 

18 designating it as such. The fees may, at the Court’s discretion, include the amount of the fees for 

19 certifying and preparing transcripts; 

17. That Plaintiffs be awarded their costs incurred herein pursuant to Code of Civil 
21 II Procedure section 1032; and 


l 

12 

13 


22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


18. That Plaintiff be granted such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

| DATED: April 12,2016 Respectfully submitted, 

MICHAEL N. FEUER, City Attorney 
AJHApGMp^BERG, Managing Assistant City Attorney 
H TRUONG, A/st. Superv. Deputy City Attorney 


RYAN BtjRfff^ Deputy City Attorney 

Attomey^for Plaintiff, THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF 

CALIFORNIA 
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